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DEFENCE 


THREE LETTERS 


To a Gentleman Diſſenting from the 


CHURCH of ENGLAND, &c. 


an Anſwer to my Three Letters to a Gentle- 

man Diſſenting from the Church of England, 
in the Perſon and Character of that Gentleman, 
But I obſerve in it certain Marks, and thoſe not a 
few, plainly diſcovering another kind of Perſon, than 
I know him to be, So, I ſhall conſider it as the Pro- 
duction of ſome body elſe, who has taken upon him, 
in this way, to inſtruct the Gentleman how to reply 
to me, and ſo, prevent the Effect which it was ap- 
prehended my Letters might have upon him. 

It was ſome Time before I had determined in 
myſelf to take any Notice of this Performance; 
and I don't do it o, becauſe I apprehend there is 
much need, or hold myſelf obliged, to reply to it. 
For, indeed, my concern in. it ſeems to be very lit- 
tle, there being hardly ſo much as a third Part of 
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it, which my Letters could give any reaſonable Oc- 
caſion for. The Gentleman's Aim ſeems to be, to 
empty that Part of his Common-place-book, which 
has any Affinity with. our Controverſy, or can be, 
by any manner of Means, connected with it, and 
to diſcharge it all upon my Head. All along, he 
directs his Speech to me; and, once in a while, 
quotes ſame Paſſage or Expreſſion in one or other 
of my Letters, or the Appendix to them, adding 
ſome deſcant or remark upon it; and of this he 
makes a Handle for calling his Book, in the Title- 
page, an Anſwer to them. But would you call that 


an Anſwer to my Three Letteres, which profeſſes, in 


a Manner, not to anſwer the Firſt of them, the 
longeſt of the Three ? For (p. 2.) he gives Notice, 
He ſhall not enter into the Enquiry, who are the beſt 
Livers, Churchmen or Diſſenters, and among which 
the beſt Means for holy Living are found, which yet 
(he obſerves) I do largely, therein, expatiate upon; 
and they are, indeed, as the molt material and con- 
cerning, ſo the main Subjects of that Letter, taking 
up above ſeventy, out of few more than a hundred 
Pages which it contains. What the next Part will 
be, we ſhall know, when we come to ſee it; but if 
it be like this, touching upon ſo few of the many 
Points I have handled, and, where there any touch'd 
upon, almoſt wholly neglecting ay Arguments and 
Reaſonings, and only preſenting me with bis ohn, 
I Thould wonder it any learned, or even ſenſible 
Diſſenter, learned or not, ſhould be of Opinion, that 
it might be eſteemed an Anſwer. Had he paſſed 
by nothing (which, I take it, is the Part of an An- 
ſwerer) that was material, or which 1 ſeemed to la 

any Streſs upon; had he gone through (in Order, it 
haply, he could have reconciled himfelf to Order 


and Method) the ſeveral Points inſiſted upon in the 
| Courſe 
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Courſe of my Letters, and examined all my Rea- 
ſonings upon each, and, in Caſe there was any Point 
which he thought I had reaſoned upon not ill, had 
he readily owned it; had he taken (I ſay) this way, 
it would have ſhewn him a fair and ingenuous Ad- 
verſary, and been a Preſumption that he really 
thought he was in Poſſeſſion of the Truth; and it 
would have entitled him to a Reply of the ſame 
Kind. So far as he has attempted to do this, or any 
thing like it, I ſhall attend him. But, as I am not 
bound by any Law of Diſputation, ſo I have neither 
Leiſure nor Inclination, to follow him in all his 
Ramblings, which ſeem purpoſely contrived to 
raiſe a Duſt, and to keep the true Points in contro- 
verſy out of Sight. And if I do follow him in any, 
and return him an Anſwer to ſame of thoſe Things 
which he takes a Fancy to lay before me, and 
which the Support and Juſtification of my own 
Argument does not make it neceſſary to take No- 
tice of, I here give him to underſtand, he is to 
conſider that as ſo much thrown in ex abundant, 
which he has no right to expect from me. 

He begins with an Infinuation, which I ought 
not, I think, to overlook, concerning the Unſeaſon- 
ableneſs of any Debate of this Kind, in the preſent 
Situation of our public Affairs, It he ſpeaks in re- 
gard to our late rebellious Inſurrections, it is well 
known, two of my Letters were publiſhed long be- 
fore they began, and many Copies of the Third 
were given out, and ſent abroad into the World, 
before they were grown to any Height, or at all at- 
tended to. But if the preſent Situation of our A. 
fairs abroad be the Thing meant, I don't fee, I 
own, why a Debate of this Kind ſhould be thought 
unſeaſonable, when *tis only between him and me, 
who are, both of us, too inconliderable (I may 

have 
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have leave to ſuppoſe, at leaſt, till I know who he 
is) to have any Number of Partizans in it, and to 
ſet People together by the Ears. I hope, he does 
not think that all Sorts of Enquiry or Debate, ex- 
cept thoſe about News and Politics, during the 
Courſe of this tedious War, ſhould have ceaſed, 
and ought now to ceaſe, However, ſince he is ſo 
tender of ſtirring up a Debate between Churchmen 
and Diſſenters, while our public Affairs are in the 
preſent unſettled State, I hope he and his Friends 
will not begin one of a more public and intereſting 
Nature, I mean, a Debate about thoſe Dignities, 
Preferments, and lucrative Poſts, and thoſe Millions 
a Tear which he preſently mentions, looks after ſo 
wiſhfully, and ſpeaks with ſo much regret for the 
Loſs of. I am ſorry to ſee, that theſe ſame lucra- 
tive Employments are ſo languiſhed after, and lie 
ſo uppermoſt in the Thoughts of almoſt all their 
Writers, that they hardly know how to draw their 
Pens, be the Subject they write upon almoſt what 
it will, without harping upon them. They are per- 
petually complaining, as this Author does here, of 
being deprived of all lucrative or honourable Poſts, 
which they call, but very improperly, their natural 
Rights, when, if they would look into the Book of 
Statutes, * they would ſee other Subjects deprived of 


many of the ſame, and ſome of them deprived of 
, ſuch 


a Thus, for Inſtance, no Attorney, Sollicitor, or Proctor in any 
Court whatſoever is capable of ſerving his Country in the Com- 


miſſion of the Peace, during ſuch Time as he ſhall continue in the 


Buſineſs of an Attorney, Sollicitor, or Proctor. Attorneys alſo 
are diſqualified for being Commiſhoners of the Land Tax, or 
Sheriffs, while they continue acting as Attorneys, 5 and 7 Georgii 
II. 
> The Liberty of cultivating the Ground may, ſurely, be called 
a natural Right. Yet. by 21 Hen. VIII. Clergymen are prohi- 
bited, not only to take to farm any more Lands than are * 
or 
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ſuch Rights · as may be truly and properly called Na- 


tural. And yet all theſe quietly ſubmit to ſuch dif- 


qualifying Laws, and don't go about to furn the 
World upſide down for a Repeal of them. How- 
ever, I hope, (as I faid before) this Gentleman, con- 
ſidering how loth he was to enter into the preſent 
Debate at ſuch @ Time as this, will not fail to diſ- 
courage all other Debates betwixt us, and uſe his 
Intereſt with his Friends, that the Debate, which [I 


Juſt now mentioned, may entirely ceaſe, or, if he can- 


not prevail ſo far, he will, at leaſt, prevail with their 
leading and managing Men, to let it be confined to 
Paper, and the Bookſeller's Shops, and not be 
brought into @ more public Place, till ſuch Time as 
our national Affairs ſhall be quite ſettled, and we 
have nothing to fear on any fide: Eſpecially, con- 
ſidering how many of his Friends have, already 
and long ago, diſcovered a Way to come in for a 
pretty good Share of thoſe Millions, which their 
Fellow-ſubjefts partake of; but with how good a 
Conſcience, I leave to God and themſelves.— As 
to their Complaints of ſuffering and reproach, I was 
really in hope, that what I had ſaid in the 7th and two 
following Pages of my firſt Letter would have 
kept, at leaſt, any Anſwerer of mine from ſpeaking 
again of them, and that I ſhould have had no Oc- 
caſion to repeat, for his Reproof, what he finds 
there, or to refer him to it. 

And now we come to the Controverſy itſelf: 
Thus it opens. The Controverſy (ſays he p. 2.) 
betwixt us, 1 apprehend, may eafily be brought to a 


for the Maintenance of their own Houſhold, but to take any an- 
nual Rents, or Advantage, or Profit, by Occaſion of any Leaſe, 
or Farm, by any manner of Means, under ſevere Penalties ; nor 
is the Vicar permitted to occupy by himſelf, or any other, any 
Parſonage, not the impropriated Tythes of his own Church. 
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plain and ſhort Iſſue, if you will heartily join in it. 
It turns upon the fingle Point of the XXI Article of 
your Church, viz. that the Church has Power to de- 
eree Rites and Ceremonies, and Authority in Matters 
of Faith. And then he ſhews how the Controverſy 
turns upon that ſingle Point. For if the Church 
has really this Power, then all Objections of Diffen- 
ters about Sponſors, the Croſs in Baptiſm, kneeling 
at the Lord's Supper, and every other Theng, are 
impertinent and vain. The Church, having this Au- 
thority, ought to be reverently obeyed. But if, on 
the contrary, the Church has really no Power at all, 
nor any Authority of this Kind, it is then repreben- 
fible, and highly criminal before God, for 44 7 
this Power, and the Diſſenters are juſtifted, and will 
have Honour before him, for entring their Proteſt 
againſt ſuch Uſurpation. I plainly perceive what it 
is he drives at. He is for avoiding all Diſputes 
upon particular Points, and for putting the Matter 
upon one general Iſſue, hat of the Authority of the 
Church, a Point lying open to fo much quibbling 
and diſtinguiſhing, that it may be controverted by 
a perverſe Adverſary, without End. Much in the 
ſame Manner does he, as the Romaniſfts are wont to 
manage with us. For they alfo decline, whenever 
handſomely they can, all Diſputes about the parti- 
cular! Doctrines and Practices of their Church, and 
are for drawing us in to put al upon the Proof of the 
Hyfallibility thereof, and this, if you believe them, 
only to ſave Time and Trouble, and to bring 
Things, as this Gentleman here affects to do, o ont 
Hort and plain Iſſue. * There is (ſay they) no Oc- 
& caſion to trouble ourſelves about the particular 
% Poctrines and Practices of the Church. For if 
dc the Church is infallible, they muſt be, all, right. 
« But if the Church is fallible, then, indeed, any 
4e a 
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* all of them, may be wrong, and when you have 
* ſhewn it to be fallible, it will be time enough to 
take particular Points into Conſideration. Let 
us then keep, if you pleaſe, to the ſingle Point 
of Infallibility, and put all upon that Iſſue. Juſt 
& in this Manner this Gentleman addreſſes me. 
Let us join heartily (ſays he) in bringing the 
«© Matter to one ſport Iſſue, and reſt the whole Con- 
e troverſy upon this one Point, whether the Church 
% has Power todecree Rites and Ceremonies, or not.“ 
We never decline debating with our Romiſh Adver- 
ſaries the Infallibility of their Church; at the fame 
Time, however, reſerving to ourſclves the Right 
to examine any particular Doctrine or Practiſe of 
it; and this the rather, becauſe a Diſproof of any 
one of the Doctrines of that Church is, at leaſt, as 
fair a Diſproof of the Infallibility, as a Proof of 
the Iufallibility would ba a Proof of that Doctrine. 
In like Manner, we are always ready to give our diſ- 
ſenting Brethren a Reaſon why we believe the 
Church has a Power to decree Rites and Ceremo- 
nies, and make other Appointments of the like Na- 
ture, not precluding ourſelves, - however, from the 
Right of aſſerting and defending the Lawfulneſs 
of any one of its Ceremonies in particular. And 
if we can ſhew, there were in the Church, in the 
Apoſtles Days, ſuch Ceremonies and Appointments, 
or but one or two ſuch, either ordained or approved 
by them, without any Precept from the Lord, or 
-any particular and extraordinary Direction from the 
Holy Spirit, merely eccleſiaſtical and prudential 
Inſtitutions, we think, and ſurely with good Reaſon, 
that the Power of the Church to decree ſuch is 
thereby firmly and ſolidly eſtabliſhed. This Ar- 
gument I urged in my Third Letter, p. 2. as others 
have done before me. And ] inſtanced in the X/ 
of Charity, a Ceremony in uſe in the Apoſtles 
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Days, but being only of eccleſiaſtical Appointment, 
now laid aſide, both by them and us. And whydid 
my Anſwerer decline. to anſwer it, but that it ap- 
peared (I gueſs) a Difficulty ſo ugly, that he could 
not endure to look upon it; or ſo formidable, that 
he thought it his beſt Way to avoid it? | 

What Right now (I aſk) has this Gentleman, who, 
tho? a profeſſed Anfeverer, did not think fit to give 
any Anſwer to, or take the leaſt Notice of what I 
had ſaid for the Power of the Church to decree 
Rites and Ceremonies, what Right (I ſay) has he to 
expect I ſhould take any of what he has been pleaſed 
to ſay againſt it, Surely, none at all. Till my Ar- 
guments for it ſhall be anſwered, or at leaſt at- 
tempted to be anſwered, bis againſt it can't challenge 
any, even tho* they did deſerve, ſome Attention. 
Yet I will gratify him ſo far, as to give him ſome 
reply to what he has offered upon the Subject, and, 
for this once, a more full and diſtinct Reply than he 
ought to look for, or than, *tis like, I ſhall give 
him, hereafter, to any Point which he thus artfully 
chuſes to deviate into. 

By the Power of the Church to decree Rites and 
Ceremonies, is meant, a Right in the Paſtors and 
Governors thereof to ordain and appoint ſuch 
Things, ſo as to make it, ordinarily, the Duty of 
the People to conform themſelves to them. The 
Article does not fay, or mean, that the Church has 
Power to decree any Number, or any Sort of Rites 
and Ceremonies; nor that the Members of the 
Church are in Conſcience obliged to obſerve, per- 
3 indiſpenſably, in all Caſes, and under all 

nconveniences, ſuch as it may lawfully ordain. It 
only aſſerts a Power to appoint Rites and Ceremo- 
nies, that is, ſeme Rites and Ceremonies z and who- 
ever believes it has a Power to appoint any Number 


or any Sort at all, may honeſtly ſubſcribe it; nor 
need 
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need any greater Power than this be aſſerted for the 
Juſtification of the Order and Conſtitution of the 
Church of England, it having ordained fo very few, 
and thoſe decent and becoming, of clear Signifi- 
cation, and indiſputable Uſe. The Queſtions, 
therefore, which the Gentleman aſks, and feems to 
fancy will be ſo embarraſſing to me, are eaſily an- 
ſwered. What Church, ſays he, is it, io whom this 
Authority and Power is given? You will, doubtleſs, 
ſay, To the Church of England. To the Catholic 
Church, I rather ſay, and to all the Parts and 
Members of it, and, among(t theſe, to the Church 
of England. But mind, then, the Conſequences of 
this Claim, If the Church of England has really 
this Authority and Power, has not the Church of 
France, the Church of Spain, the Church of Rome 


the very ſame ? I am not ſcared at the Conſequence, 


and, therefore, readily admit it. But there follows 
another which I can't admit, that, therefore, all the 
Fopperies and Superſtitions of the Romiſb Church, 
at leaſt, which cannot be proved to be contrary do the 
Word of God (meaning all, I ſuppoſe, which are not 
expreſsly named in the Word of God, and prohi- 
bited there, a moſt unreaſonable Meaning !) are 79 
be reverently ſubmitted to, and cordially received. 
This Conſequence (I ſay) I abſolutely deny. For 
it does not follow, becauſe the Church of Rome 
has a Power, that it may, . therefore, abu/e that 
Power; becauſe it has a Power to decree Rites, that 
it may therefore decree Fopperies and Superſtitions ; 
and becauſe it has Power to decree /oame Rites, that 
it may therefore decree a the Fopperies and Su- 
perſtitions we find in it, and as many more as it 
thinks fit. Nor does it follow, that the People are 
obliged to ſubmit to them, when decreed and ap- 
pointed, fo reveręniiy, and fo cordially receive them, 
as he imagines, There are ſeveral Degrees of Sub- 
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miſſion to Laws, according to the Nature and Kind 
of them. The Laws of God are to be ſimply ſub- 
mitted to, at all Times, and under all Circum- 
ſtances; but thoſe of Men, whether Civil or Ec- 
cleſiaſtical, are not to be obey'd and ſubmitted to, af- 
ter that Manner ; and the Eccleſiaſtical in particular, 
(to ſpeak now only of them) concerning ritual and 
ceremonial Things, do not, even then when the Mat- 
ter of them is unexceptionable, bind the Conſcience, 
perpetually, and in all Caſes, but only then when Diſ- 
obedience would ſhew a Contempt and Defiance of 
Authority, or give ſcandal to the Weak ; a Power of 
obliging thus far, and in this Degree, being ſufficient 
to all the Purpoſes of its Deſignation and Appoint- 
ment. But when the Matter of thoſe Laws 1s juſtly 
exceptionable, as being intolerably foppiſh, and in- 
decent, or ſhamefully ſuperſtitious, ſo that the Ser- 
vice of God is grievouſiy corrupted and diſhonoured 
thereby, (which is the Truth of the Caſe jn the 
Church ' of Rome) the Members of the Church are 
not bound reverently to ſubmit, but are juſtly excuſed 
from ſhewing any Kind of Submiſſion to them ; and 
that, for this plain Reaſon, becauſe they are to obey 
God (who will not have his Worſhip diſhonoured and 
defiled, and has commanded that all Things in it ſhould 
be done decently, and to ediſying) rather than Men. 
And hence alſo may plainly be ſeen the Vanity of 
that Pretence, that our claiming for the Church a 
Power to decree Rites and Ceremonies, and Authori- 
ty in Matters of Faith, which he, all along, mixes 
and blends with the other, tho* I know not why, his 
Buſineſs being only to ſhew, that the Church has 
no Power to ordain kneeling at the Sacrament, and 
ſome other Rites it enjoins} hence (I fay) we may 
diſcover the Vanity of that Suggeſtion, that the Claim 
of ſuch à Power abſolutely overthrows the Refor- 
mation. The aſſerting a Power in Church-gover- 
* nors, 
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nors, ſuch as we have always aſſerted, and is not con- 
tradicted, but plainly deſcribed in the Article, a 
Power, but not to ordain any Thing that is contrary to 
God*s Word, can never, ſurely, overthrow any Re- 
formation that is according to God's Word. If 
Church-governors will not come in to ſuch Refor- 
mation, but obſtinately perſevere in maintaining 
their ſinful Errors and Corruptions, the People may 
reform themſelves, and throw off the Corruptions 
which they cannot ſubmit to without Sin. The 
Gentleman thinks he has cut me off from this An- 
ſwer, by bidding me obſerve, that the Church alone, 
and not every private Perſon is allowed to be the pro- 
per Fudge when any Decree, of theirs 1s contrary to 
God's Word. But where does the Church pretend 
to be alone the proper Fudge, or where diſallow pri- 
vate Chriſtians to judge for themſelves in theſe Mat- 
ters? He only ſuppoles it ui t do ſo, becauſe elle, 
he thinks, The Article would be abſurd, it would actu- 
ally overthrow itſelf, and take away with one Hand 
what it gives with the otber. That is, the two 
Clauſes of the Article would croſs upon each other, 
and be inconſiſtent, If indeed the Article had ſaid, 
the Church has an abſolute and unlimited Power to 
decree Rites and Ceremonies, and yet, that it is not 
lawful to ordain any contrary to God's Word, I 
ſhould have been wiſer, I hope, than to have contra- 
dicted him, but have readily owned, that it does tate 
away wwith one Hand what it gives with the other. 
But when it only ſpeaks of Power and Authority in 
the general, without the leaſt Intimation of what 
kind it is, how can this Gentleman pretend it leaves 
any room for his vain Cenſure, unleſs he thinks, as, 
in good Truth, he ſeems to do, that all real Power 
is abſolute, incapabie, in its Nature, of any Limita- 
tion or Reſtriction, and that, if the Rulers of the 
Church are poſſeſſed of any, private Chriſtians may 
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14 IJDEFENCE of tte 
not demur to it in any Caſe, have no- right to judge 
of their Deciſions, but muſt ſubmit to them with- 


out more ado, without Examination, or Reſerve. A 
Poſition which does not come well from the Pen of 


(one of the Friends of Liberty !) a Proteſtant Dif- 


ſenter; and if it were tranſlated from the Ecelęſiaſti- 
cal to the Civil Eſtate of the Kingdom, would make 
ſtrange Work in it. Let us put it ſo, and ſee how it 
will come out. * The King of England is on all 
Hands agreed to have a Power and Authority to 
« ſet forth Injunctions concerning divers Matters of 
a civil Nature. But mind the Conſequences of 
* this. If he has ſuch a Power, the Subject is 
“ bound reverently to ſubmit to all his Injunctions, 
* whatever they may be; and tho? the Laws have put 
upon this Power ſome Limitations and Reſtric- 
tions, they are really of no force and amount to 
% juſt nothing at all, For tho', you ſay, he may not 
& 1njoin any thing contrary to the Laws, and to the 
« Rights and Liberries of the Subject, yet of his 
% Contrariety the King alone, you will obſerve, and 
% zot every private Subject, is allowed to be the pro- 
« per Fudge. For elſe the Laws, which veſt in him 
* this Power and Authority, are abſurd ; they actu- 
&« ally overthrow themſelves, and take away with one 
& Hand what they give with the other. For if every 
e private Subject has a right to judge of the Injunc- 
« tions and Ordinances of the King, and to refuſe 
„to obey them, if they appear to him repugnant to 
& the Laws, and to the known Liberties of the Sub- 
s ject, then his Authority comes to juſt nothing at all. 
„It is an Authority to injoin, where none are bound 
&* 70 obey, that is, an Authority over no body, an Au- 
„ thority to do nothing. It muſt be therefore a rea/ 
„ Authority which the Conſtitution has veſted in 
* him, and, conſequently, his Subjects are bound 


e reverently to ſubmit to, and humbly. obey on in 
, Ne What- 
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4 whatſoever Things he ſhall authoritatively injoin, 


*- tho? they appear to them ever ſo repugnant to the 
* Las of the Realm, or deſtructive to their own 
© Tjjberties.”—— What think we now of this Doc- 
trine ? A very uſeful one it is to ſuch Princes as are 
meditating a Change of a limited Sovereignty into 
an abſolute one. They may reliſh it very well; but I 
am ſure the S ubjeli will not thank him for it. 

But, for Argument's Sake, let us ſuppoſe the Au- 
thority claimed for the Church to be as abſolute as 
he pleaſes. How would, I pray, aur Reformation 
be overthrown by it? Which was not carried on and 
perfected by popular Noiſe and Tumult, in Op 
ſition to Authority, but with the Concurrence of all 
the Authority in the Nation. Tis like, he will ſay, 
the Sovereign Pontiff did not concur in it. No mat- 
ter whether he did, or nat. The Church of Euglaud, 


by the Law of God, owed him no Subjection, and 


had, in itſelf, as all national Churches have, a Right 
to reform itſelf, and did always do ſo, with the Con- 
ſent and Authority of the Kings of Augland, even in 


thoſe Times when the papal Authority was at its 


greateſt Height. When any thing was apprehended 
to be amiſs, and to ſtand in need of a Reform, they 
did not always wait for, or {ſa much as aſk his Holi- 
neſs's leave to ſet about it; but did it, incanſulio Ro- 


mano Pontifice, and ſometimes in Oppoſition to his 


Authority and Command, as in our old Hiſtorians 
is plainly to be ſcen. | | 

I hope, by this Time, the Reader is come to ſee, 
how little Reaſon the Gentleman has for apprehend- 
ing, that a Romiſh Prieſt will turn its own Artillery 


upon the Church of England, and for ſuggeſting, - 


that by the meer Conceſſion of this XX. Article, 
thouſands of Proſelytes have been, no doubt, gained 


from us. The Suggeſtion is raſh and groundleſs; 


tor I don't believe he can name one, who was ever 
gained 
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gained by the meer Conceſſion of this Article, without 
other prevailing Motives. Nay, I much queſtion, 


whether he can name any one, among his thouſands, 


who have ever alledged his, among their other Rea- 
ſons, for going over to that Church. Nor is his 
next Suggeſtion better grounded, that his, perhaps, 


is the Reaſon why the numerous Converts theſe Prieſts 
are ſaid to make are gathered all from our Church, 


whereas from among the Diſſenters you hardly ever 


hear of one gained. That Numbers have been gain- 


ed within theſe few Years, is commonly ſaid. Bat 


of theſe, doubtleſs, a conſiderable Part have been 


gained, not from the Church of Exgland, but from 
no Church, (the Tranſition from which to ſo bad an 
one is mighty eaſy) and, before their Converſion, 
were juſt as much Churchmen, as they were Diſſent- 
ers. And if it were certain, that more Churchmen 
than Diſſenters have been gained, even twenty of the 
former to one of the latter, it is no mighty wonder, 
there being almoſt, if not altogether, the like Diſ- 
proportion between the Numbers of each Party, 
taking the Nation all together. And if more, in 
Proportion to the Number of each, have been gain- 
ed from amongſt g, the Reaſon why is not hat 
which he has ſuggeſted, but another, even the Mul- 
titude of Sects that are among us. We, for the 
moſt Part, are educated and inſtructed in juſt Noti- 
ons of the Nature, Unity, and Communion of the Ca- 
tholic Church, maintained in the Church of England, 
and of the great Importance and Neceſſity thereof ; 
while their People are, generally, ſo inſtructed, as 
to have no kind of Notion of theſe Matters, or, it 
any, tis only of the No- neceſſity, or rather, the In- 


ſignificancy thereof. And hence it is natural for 


our People to be more eafily ſcandalized at thoſe 


Schiſms and Diviſions which they ſee among us, 


and more ſuſceptible of Impreſſions from the artful 
Inſinuations 
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Inſinuations of Romiſh Emiſſaries concerning them. 
This is far more like than that he aſſigns, to be the 
true Reaſon that more Converts to Popery have 
been gained from us. And I wiſh this Gentleman 
and his Friends would ſeriquſly conſider, and lay this 
to Heart, that, if our People are the Perſons offended, 
which, no doubt, they muſt anſwer for, hey, and every 
one of them, are the Perſons ' by whom the Offence 
cometh, which they alſo muſt anſwer for, no leſs than 
the other. But to return to the Buſineſs we are upon. 
He aſks, who are the Perſons inveſted with this 
Authority and Power ? And ſince he ſo much de- 
ſires it, I will try to enlighten, him in that Point. 


Not the King and Parliament, and no Other than 


They, as he vainly pretends. For the King and Par- 
liament in this very Article, which, together with 
the reſt, is confirmed by Act of Parliament (13. Eliz, 
c. 12.) and thereby made a part of our Eccleſiaſtical 
Conſtitution, have plainly own'd it to be in the Church: 

And no body imagines, I ſuppoſe, that, by the 


Church, they really meant Themſelves. For tliat 


would be Language new and unknown, not only to 
our Laws, but to all our Writings and Converſations! 


The King and Parliament then have plainly diſown- 


ed any ſuch Power, as we are ſpeaking of, in them- 
ſelves, and recognized it to be in the Church. And 
in the Church it is, always was, and will be, not- 
withſtanding the Exerciſe of it may be directed and 
regulated, and ſometimes, perhaps, obſtructed, by the 
Laws and Conſtitutions of the State, It is no more 
than reaſonable, that the State ſhould have the di- 
rection of the actual Exerciſe of this Authority, as to 
the Time, Manner, and ſome other outward Circum- 
ſtances of it, that itſelf may not receive Hurt, and 
Damage, or be undermined and ſubverted by the 
undue Uſe and Application of it, a Caſe which other- 
wile might be expected ſometimes, and has been 
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known, to happen. And ſo long as the Exerciſe of 


the Church's Power is thus limited, apparently with 
no other View than to make it comport with the 
Convenience and gre of the State, the Church, 
as it may lawfully, fo it will prudently acquieſce in 
fuch Limitations, But, in caſe the State were to go 
about to forbid the Church all Exerciſe of its Power, 
to reſtrain all aſſemblings of its Clergy, and not let 
them attempt any Conſtitutions, how neceſſiry ſo- 
ever, with an avotꝰd or an apparent and ungueſtiona- 
ble Deſign to fubvert Religion and the Church, and 
there is manifeſt Danger of their being, by theſe 
means, ſubverted, let this Gentleman be aſſured, 
that, in ſuch a Caſe, the Church will conſider itſelf 
as in a ſtate of Perſecution, and not be frighted, I 
hope, at the Thunder of a Premunire, but behave as 
the Primitive Church did under its Heathen Perſe- 
cutors, that is, exert all the Power committed to it 
by Jeſus Chriſt, in making ſuch Proviſions as ſhall 
be found neceſſary for their Support and Preſervati- 
on, without Leave from, and even in Oppoſition, if 
that be needful, to the Civil Powers, and to all the 
Powers of this preſent World. And tho* ſuch De- 
eiſions would not have the force of Law, they would 
be Rules for the Conſciences of the Faithful, who- 
would be bound to ſhew them a-proper Obedience 
and Regard. 

But the grand Point (fays he) which yet flicks, and, 
zwhich, without your Aſſi/tance, 1ſhall never get over, 
is, how came the Civil Maziftrate by this Authority in 
#he Church of Chrift? Who gave bim this Power to 
decree Kites in Chriſtian Worſhip, | and to make Ar- 
ticles of Faith which Chriſt never mage © | I hope 1 
have given him ſome Aſſiſtance towards getting over 
this Difficulty, as to Rites and Ceremonies in divine 
Worſhip, [but Articles of Faith I have nothing to 
do with.] For having ſhew'd that the Civil Magiſ 
trade 


ihe. 
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trate has no ſuch Power at all, I humbly apprehend. 
the Gentleman need not give himſelf any Trouble 
about the Queſtion, how he came by 1t. 

Before I diſmiſs the Argument, I can't help alk- 
ing, what occaſion had he to bring the Lawtuinels 
of the Reformation into this Debate, and to put that, 
as he has done, wholly and entirely upon the iſſue 
of it, roundly pronouncing, that if the Church of 
England, and*the Church of Rowe before her, had 
really the Power and Authority we contend for, we 
are all wrong, the Reformation was a rebellion againſs 
Superiors, a Diſobedience to the Authority veſted in 
the Church, and ought, as ſuch, to be renounced ty 
returning to the Church of Rome. It was great Raſh- 
neſs (too great in Conſcience) if indeed it was not 
Treachery and playing Booty, to ſet the Proteſtant 
Cauſe on ſuch a ſandy Foundation, and to repreſent 
it as entirely depending upon the Strength and Suc- 
ceſs of his Aggument. I would not ſuggeſt an inju- 
rious Suſpicion againſt, perhaps, an honeſt Gentle- 
man, and, for what I know, a good Proteſtant : Yet. 
I can't help ſaying this way of arguing has to me a 
very odd Appearance, an ill aſpect upon the Proteſ- 
tant Religion, and may prove of dangerous Conſe- 
quence. , To be plain, I don't like it; and the leſs, 
for ſome ſignificant Hints, Phraſes, and Expreſſions, 
which meet us in the Courſe of it, ſuch as the Refor- 
mation, as we are wont to call it, [as if what we are 
wont to call it, it really was not] and the Parliamen- 
tary Church of England, which is well known to be 
the ſtale topic of Reproach, with our Romiſb Adver- 
faries, and their Emiſſaries among us, againſt our 
Church, when they firſt accoſt our People in order 
to ſeduce them from it. That the Proteſtant Rea- 
der may not be prejudiced againſt the Church of 
England, by their and his calling it a Parliamentary 
Cburcb, it may be proper to obſerve, that the Power 
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of Kings and States in matters Eccleſiaſtical has been 
and 1s claimed and exerciſed over other Churches, 
both Popiſh and Proteſtant, as well as ours. The 
Power of the Kings of France in Eccleſiaſtical Affairs 
every body knows to be very great: That of the 
Kings of Spain (formerly) within the Kingdom of 
Sicily much greater, ſo great, as to be, in reality, a 
ſpiritual Monarchy, well nigh, if not quite, excluſive 
of the Papal. The Venetian Republic carries its 
Power in Spirituals very high : Our own Saxon and 
Daniſh Kings did the ſame, the Eccleſiaſtics, all the 
while, without heſitation or diſpute, ſubmitting to 
it: And down from the Norman Revolution to King 
Hen. VIII. the Kings of England did all along exerciſe, 
upon occaſion, much the fame Power in the external 
regimen of the Church, as belonging to them of 
common Right,which thatPrince afterwards aſſumed 
in a more formal Manner, and if he accepted or ex- 
torted from a Popiſh Clergy the Title of Head of the 
Church,* they were uſed to be called, without ſcruple, 
Patrons, Defenders, Tutors and Governors thereof. 
This, I hope, may ſuffice to ſtop the Mouths of the 
Papiſts. But Princes and States alſo profeſſing the Pro- 
teſtant Religion have never ſcrupled to lay the Church- 
es in their reſpective Dominions under ſuch Limita- 
tions, as ſeemed to them proper, and have exerciſed a 
= real Juriſdiction over them. The Kings of Sweden, 
4 States of Holland, and the Civil power at Geneva, all 
do it, which I ſhould marvel, if our Author was 
| ignorant of, But, of all things, I marvel, that, while 
| he was making this puſh at the Church of Eugland, 
he did not reflect how much he laid himſelf open. 
| For if ever there was, upon the Face of the Earth, a 
| Church that could be properly called Parliamentary, 
| jt was the Preſbyterial, in the time of the Grand 
* See Sir Roger Twiſden's Hiftor. Vindication of the Church 

| of Lig land in the Point of Schiſm. | 
Rebellion. 
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Rebellion. For that was a meer Creature of the Par- 
Lament (and a rebellious one too) and entirely depend- 
ed (in his Phraſe) upon the As and Authority there- 
of for its very Eſſence and Frame. As to the Inde- 
pendant or Congregational Churches of thoſe times, 
they, [ think, were the Creatures of a thing which 
could not be called a Parliament; and, if one were 


diſpoſcd to indulge a petulant Humour, might be 


dignified with a Title which would not ſound quite 
fo well as Parliamentary. And what, I pray, are 
the diſſenting Churches of every denomination, at 
this Day, (but | in his Senſe) Parliamentary. For do 
they not depend entirely upon an At of Parliament, 
the Act, as we are wont to call it, of Toleration ? 
Are not the Qualifications of their Miniſters (particu- 
larly that they ſhall not deny in their Preaching or 
Writing the doctrine of the bleſſed Trinity, which 
our Author would do well to remark) and their Pow- 
er to officiate limited and preſcribed by Authority of 
Parliament, and this Authority which firſt made can 
alone alter, and new make them, can aboliſh or add to 
the Articles they ſubſcribe, according to its pleaſure, 
even tho* the whole body of Diſſenting Miniſters ever 
ſo much diſlike, and proteſt earnefly againſt it. — If 
this be a proper Character and Deſcription of a Par- 
liamentary Church, and ſuits the Churches of Diſ- 
ſenters, who can deny but they alſo are Parliamen- 
tary? And as much as this Gentleman affects to deſ- 
piſe our Parliamentary Church, for being ſuch, I 
dare ſay, no body doubts, but he, and his Friends 
would gladly have a Church juſt as Parliamentary 
as ours, limited by Authority of King and Parliament 
in the ſame manner, provided it were Eſtabliſhed, 
Supported, and Protected in the ſame manner too, if 
they knew but how to obtain it. 

At laſt, to ſhew that neither Biſhops and Clergy, 


nor yet King and Parliament have any right to the 
Obedience 
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Obedience of Chriſtians in things of a religious Na- 
ture, we are told that Chriſtianity commands 1.5 to call 
20 man Fatheror Maſter upon Earib to acknowledge 
ub Authority or Furiſdiction of any, in matters of Re- 
ligion, but to remember that ane, one only is our Maſter 
and Laugiver, even Chriſt, aud all Christians ſtand 
upon an equal Foot, having no Dominion over one ano- 
ther — that be auly has Authority to fix the Terms of 
Communion far bis Followers, which no man upon 
Earth ſhall preſume to alter, or new make, and a great 
deal more ta the like purpoſe ; and, at laſt, a great 
Prelate, wha, at Preſent, (he ſays) adorns one of the 
higheſt 8:ations of our Church, is propoſed to be beard, 
as Judge verwixt us. ' Heard betwixt whom? be- 
twixt him and me? Why, I never yet intermeddled 


in thoſe Points, nor will I now, but leave him to 


the Gentlemen who debated them with his Lords 
ſhip, many Years ago. But how comes it about 
that he ſhould propoſe that one, altho* a great, Pre- 
late, or any other, to be Judge betwixt us, when he 
will not allow the Church it ſelf to be fo, and ſays, 
that Chriſt is aur ſole Judge, as well as Lawgiver and 
Sovereign in religious matters? | plainly perccive, 
that, as much as ſome Folks are for ſupporting the 
rights of private Judgment, in contempt of all zuft 
and proper Authority, they are content, and think 
it reaſonable toq, that private Judgment ſhould ſub- 
mit to Authority ;zz2properly {a called, the mere Au- 
chority of ſome great Name, when they are pretty 
jure it will determine on their fide. If I was diſpoſed 
to acquic ſce, with regard to theſe Points, in the Judg- 
ment of any, befides 1 my own, I ſhauld think, con- 
feſs, that great Prelate too much a Party in the Cauſe, 
£9 be Judge, nor will he, I know, blame me, for de- 
clining his Judgment, ſince he not only aſſerts every 
ONES Right to make enquiries into religious Truths, 
and to judge for himſelf; but alſo is pleaſed „ 
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fow that the want of Learning is no Diſqualifica- 
tion, but rather an excellent Qualification for it. 

Upon the Determination of the foregoing Queſ- 
tion concerning the Power of the Church to decree 
Rites and Ceremonies, the Letter Mriter ſeems to 
think, the Iſſue and Determination of another, con- 
cerning the Schiſin that is betwixt us, whether. the 
Guilt of it lie upon em, or upon us, will depend. If it 
has a Power to decree Rites and Ceremomes, then, 
indeed, he allows, they ought to practiſe and con- 
form to them, and the Guilt of the Schiſm will he 
tpon them, for refuſing to do it. But if it has no 
fuch Power, then, he tells us, it will he upon the 
Church for ordaining them, and the Diſſenters are 


juſtified in not complying, or rather, are bound not 


to comply with them. Well, be it ſo for the pre- 
ſent, and let the Reader judge, even from the Iſſue 
of this Debate, where the Schiſm hes. Not that1 
yield the Point that, ſuppoſing the Chureh has not 
a Power to decree Rites, and yet ſpall decree ſome, 
that it would therefore be right in the People, one 
and all, for that Reaſon, to deſert it. I have ſaid 
one and all, becauſe, if it would be right for any one, 
it would be right for all to do fo. Suppoſe ſome 
one of our Diſſenting Churches, or, if you pleaſe, all 
of them, or, put the Caſe that the Church of Scotland, 
by an Act of the general Aſſembly, ſhould ordain, 
that a decent Baſon ſhould be provided, with clean 
Water, and placed nigh the Pulpit, that. jo the Mi- 


iter, taking the Child in his Arms, may convenientiy 


pour or ſprinkle Water upon its Face, in the name of 
the Father, Son, and Holy Ghoſt. Here is a Rite, or 
(more properly ſpeaking) ſeveral Rites ordained, 
Which Feſus Chriſt in bis Wiſdom did not think pro- 
per, and which the Church (by the ſuppoſition) had 
no Authority to ordain, and one of them, at leaſt, as 


b Anſw. to Repreſent, p $9; - | ; 
exceptionable 
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exceptionable, as any excepted againſt in our Church; 
for, in my opinion, the ſprinkling in Baptiſm may 
be as plauſibly oppoſed, as the croſſing after Bap- 
tiſm can be. What this Gentleman will ſay or 
thinle of ſuch an Appointment, I know not. Tis 
likely he will ſay, and ſo he muſt, if he would talk 
conſiſtently, this is Lording it over God's Heritage, 
and uſurping Chriſl*s Throne, ſetting themſelves up for 
Rulers and Lawmakers in his Kingdom, and claiming 
Homage from his Subjects, unleſs the kindneſs he has 
for theſe Churches ſhould a little ſoften him. But 
will any ſober and judicious Diſſenter ſay, that, in 
ſuch Caſe, it would become the Duty of all the Diſ- 
ſenters here in England, or of all the Preſbyterians 
in the Church of Scotland, to ſeparate themſelves 
from thoſe, and to form themſelves into other Church- 
es, where no ſuch Rites ſhould be decreed, or ad- 
mitted ? If®he would not, (and I don't believe he 
would) does not he plainly perceive his Partiality, 
when he holds it right for all the People of this 
Land to forſake the Church of England for two or 
three Rites, tho? it had not (we'll ſuppoſe) ſufficient 
Authority to ordain them? The Church (we'll ſay) 
is highly blameable for requiring them ; but from 
hence it will not preſently follow, that they may 
not be lawfully complied with, and ſubmitted to, 
by the People. For ſome ſorts of Things there are, 
which, for very valuable Eads, and weighty Con- 
ſiderations, ſuch as the Peace, Quiet, and Unity of 
the Church confeſſedly are, they innocently may, and 


Hould ſubmit to, even ſuppoſing their Paſtors and 


Governors were not quite innocent in requiring 
them. 


After all this, the intelligent Reader will, I hope, 
apprehend, that the charge of Schiſm is not quite 
ſo ealily retorted upon our Church, as he imagined 
it to be, only by ſhewing, that it has not * to 
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decree any Rites at all, had he been able to ſhew 
that. — But indeed I wonder he ſhould give him- 


ſelf any Trouble about retorting the Charge of it, 
if it be really ſo harmleſs a thing as he ſeems to 


think it. A He calls it (plainly with a Sneer) the hei- 


nous Sin of Schiſm; what I had faid upon it he alſo 
calls (contemptuouſly) Grave Lectures, and profeſſes 
to treat them as Solemn Cant, and Eccleſiaſtical Scare- 
crows, If He was fully perſuaded in his Mind, and 
really thought he had proved, that it lay upon uc, 
no doubt but he would readily have joined with 
me in exaggerating the Guilt of it, and not have re- 
ſented, as he does, my deſcribing it in ſuch terrify+ 
ing and black Colours. But in making ſo light of it, 
he plainly diſcovers a little Conſcioufneſs, that, with 
all his pains, he has not been able to remove it from 
his own Door. | 

It ſeems to be now growing mighty modiſh with 
their People to laugh at all Notions of Church Com- 
munion, and to make nothing of the moſt unneceſ- 
ſary Separations. But from the Beginning it was 
not ſo. St. Paul has ſome grave Lectures upon the 
Subject: Ignatius, Irenæus, Cyprian, and many more 
of the primitive Fathers, and Martyrs of the Church, 
canted alſo mightily upon it. And, to come nearer 


our own Times, and to thoſe whoſe Authority, *tis . 


like, will have more Weight, ſo did the old Paritans, 
the falſely pretended Forefathers of our Diſſenters; 
and, indeed, no body did it more, if ſo much as 
they. And thoſe who, afterwards, were formed 
and regular Diſſenters, if one may call them ſo, were 
much freer of their Cenſures and Condemnations of 
all unneceſſary Separations, than the Modern are 
ſeen to be. Thoſe Gentlemen ſeem to me to have 
been more thoroughly poſſeſſed with the Notion 
that our Terms of -Lay-Communion were really 


ſinful, and, conſequently, that-their Separation was 
hk neceſſary 
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neceſſary, and without blame, and ſowere more open 
and ſincere in declaring their Sentiments againſt 
ſuch Separations as were really unneceſſary and cauſe- 
leſs. But now, that the Terms of Lay-Communion 
are better underſtood than formerly, and few or none 
amongſt the learned or intelligent Diſſenters do real- 
ly hold them to be ſinful, they are driven to ſay (for 
what elſe can they ſay ?) in excuſe for their Separation, 
but that Separation is nothing, a Matter which no 
body need give himſelf any Concern about, that all 
Churches and Communions, where true Doctrine is 
delivered, are indifferent, and that Schiſm is no other 
than a Nick-name which every Party caſts upon all 
that are not of their Society, Theſe Notions, in- 
deed, are for our People; but when they are deal- 
ing with their on, either to prevent or cure any 
Separation of their own Flocks, they may be obſerv- 


ed to fly as high in their Principles and Notions | 


of theſe Matters, and to be as orthodox, as one 
could wiſh, Tis true, indeed, the old Eccleſiaſtical 
Term Schiſm they are commonly found to be ſhy 
of uſing, as becomes thoſe to be who are profeſſed 
Contemners of all Eccleſiaſtical Antiquity, and per- 
haps alſo, as it might bring to remembrance, and 
too ſtrongly impreſs upon their Minds, the Guilt 
of that Schiſm from the eſtabliſhed Church, which 
they are, one and all, involved in. But, they are 
never ſparing in talking to them of the heinouſneſs 
of religious Contentions, ſpiritual Farrs, Factions and 
Parties, Diviſions, Rents, Ruptures, and Breaches, 
which are all one with Schiſm, in Senſe and Mean- 
ing. Now and then it happens, that ſome part of 
a Congregation have, for their greater Conveniency, 
or for better Edification, or ſome other Cauſe, no 
matter what, thought fit to erect a new Meeting- 
houſe, and to make proviſion for a Miniſter to of- 
fciate therein, in the near Neighbourhood of one 
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to which they before reſorted. When this has been 


doing, what Endeavours have not been uſed to hinder 
it! What Outcries of Faction and Contention have 
been raiſed againſt thoſe who promoted it! The 
Reader, I hope, will pardon me, if I tell him a 
homely Story, but pertinent enough to our preſent 
Purpoſe, On ſuch an Occaſion, a plain Country- 
man, a zealous Adherent to the former Houſe, once 
ſaid to me — That the ſetting up of this new Houſe, 
to blow up the old, was as wicked a thing as the 
Gunpowder-Treaſon. Whereupon I aſk'd him, hy 
it ſhould not be thought as wicked a thing to ſet up 
the firſt Houſe to blow up the Pariſh Church there, as 
to ſet up the Second to blow up the Firſt, With this 
Queſtion my honeſt Friend was a little hobbled ; 
which I don't wonder at; for I fancy his Betters 


would have been ſo tov. They have much the 


ſame Sentiments with this plain Ruſtick, tho', *cis 
like, they would expreſs them after a different Man- 
ner. They ſee plainly enough, the evil of ſetting 
up Church againſt Church, and Altar againſt Altar, 
when the Unity, Peace, and Intereſts of their own 
Churches only are concerned. But ſetting up Churches 
againſt the Church of England, why mult that (a 
thing far more unwarrantable) be made nothing of ? 
A Seceſſion from one Church of Diſſenters to anc» 
ther is no criminal Schiſm, becauſe the Church ſe- 
ceded from is itſelf in a Schiſm. But being made 
from a ſound Part of the Catholic Church, in Unity 
with the reſt, it is plainly ſuch, and PI! venture to 
ſay once again, without fear of Drollery upon my 

Grave Lefures, puts a Man into an evil State 
The Gentleman adds, You ſee likewiſe how ex- 
tremely unapt, and quite wide of the Point are the 
two Inſtances you bring, to illuſtrate our Caſe, viz, 
7 a Wife ſeparating from the Bed and Board of her 
Tuſvand — or of two or three Counties diſliking a 
D 2 Monar- 
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Monarchical Government, and throwing off their A.- 
legiance #0 the King, But he greatly miſtakes me 
here; for I did not produce thoſe Parallels to illuſ- 
trate their Caſe, meaning by that, to ſhew they were 
really in aSchiſm, by caſting off the Authority which 
the Church of England has over them, but only to 
ſhew, that their Separation from 1t could not be pro- 
perly called, as they are wont to call it, a peaceable 
one. For as the Wife's Separation from her Huſ- 
band, after the Manner deſcribed, and the withdraw- 
ing of two or three of the Counties from under the 
Government of the King, and caſting off their Al- 
legiance to him, could not be truly called peaceable, 
thoꝰ, in the former Caſe, all proper Decencies were pre- 
ſerved, and, in the latter, it was their Deſire to do all 
without Diſorder and Tumult, and with Profeſſions of 
great Honour for the Perſon of his Majeſty, and of 
mighty good Will to the reſt of their Fellow Sub- 
jects, who continued firm in their Allegiance, fo 
(faid I) their Separation from the Church can't be 
called peaceable, whatever Profeſſions they make of 
Charity towards Churchmen, and how well ſoever 
they carry it towards them in common Life. This 
is the only CaſeI meant to illuſtrate by thoſe parallel 
Inſtances ; but if I had really meant by thoſe Inſtan- 
ces, to illuſtrate the Nature and Sinfulneſs of Schiſm, 
I can't yet perceive the Unaptneſs of them, eſpecially 
of the latter, even for that Purpoſe, To ſhew the 
Unaptneſs of it, he aſks this Queſtion, Have we ever 
ſworn Allegiance" to it? [to the Church) or do we ows 
it any Homage, as the Counties have ſworn, and do 
owe to the Ring? To pals by the Diſcovery, that the 
Oath of Allegiance is uſed to be taken by the Coun- 
ties, as if it was taken by all in a body, at the ſame 
time, or, however, at one time or other, by every 
Inhabitant thereof ; Does he imagine that none owe 


Allegiance but thoſe that have ſworn it? Whoever 
is 
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is born within the Dominions of the King owes him 
a natural Alligeance ; and a Foreigner reſiding here, 
owes him ſome, tho* neither the one nor the other 
ever ſwore to bear him Allegiance, nor engaged him- 
ſelf to do it by any perſonal and voluntary Act. In 
like manner, all Chriftians living within the Pale of 
the Church of England, which is co- extended with the 
Kingdom, may truly be ſaid to owe it, if not Alle- 
giance (which 'the Gentleman has artfully thrown 
in, becauſe he knows that is always reſerved for the 
King) yet due Obedience and Submiſſion, and are, 
de jure, whether they will be, or not, de facto, true 
Members and Subjects of it. The Biſhops and 
Prieſts of this Church are their Shepherds, and Diſ- 
ſenters, even diſſenting Miniſters, as well as others, 
are their Sheep. And tho? they have leaped the 
Fold and gone aſtray, they are ſtil] zheirs, and do 
not, (I hope) become the Property of every one 
who can pick them up, and lead them away to ſome 
other Fold. The much celebrated Mr. Hales has a 
Definition of Schiſm, which this Gentleman, if he had 
known or thought of it, would, doubtleſs, have tri- 


ed to avail himſelf of. I tell him of it, to let him 


ſee I am not for ſmothering any thing that has the 
leaſt Appearance againſt me. He defines it, an un- 
neceſſary Separation from that Part of the wifible 
Church, of which we once were Members. If b 
being Members of that Part of the Church be meant, 
their living, for any time, in actual Communion 
with it, the Definition is wrong, and the Inſinuation 
it contains abſolutely falſe. For from thence would 
follow this moſt ridiculous Abſurdity, that tho? the 
firſt Separatiſts were, indeed, Schiſmaticks, all who 
come after them, and tread in the ſame Steps, to 
the End of the World, would be good Catholick 
Chriſtians : And tho? our preſent Methodiſts, (for 
Inſtance) who have divided themſelves, _—_— 
rom 
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from the Church of England, are in a Schiſm, thoſe 
who were born fince their Separation, and ſhall be 
educated in their way, and never actually communi- 
cate with the Church, will not be in it. But if 
having been Members of that Part of the Church, 
means only, belonging properly to it, and being under 
ſome Obligation to live in Communion with it, it will 
not help him, becauſe, in this Senſe, he, and every 
Diſſenter, is really a Member of the Church of Eng- 
land, and, therefore, according to that Definition, 
ſchiſmarically divided from it. And this, by the way, 
will ſhew, there is no ſuch Abſurdity as he fancies 
(p. 23.) in the Church of England's excommu— 
nicating, or otherwiſe extending its Authority over 
Diſſenters. The Church of Chriſt (ſays he) never ex- 
communicates nor pretends to exerciſe its Diſcipline 
upon any but its own Members*, For what have to 
do (the Apoſtle ſays) to judge them that are without? 
But the Church of England extends its Ecclefiaſtical 
Authority over thoſe who never belonged to it, and by 
# very extraordinary Att of Power excommunicates 
fuch as never were of its Communion, that is, it caſts 
fach from, who never were in, it. In common Life, 
(he proceeds) ſuch à thing would be reckoned marve- 
lous indeed. Should I ſolemnly threaten, yea actually 
proceed, to caſt a Perſon out of my Houſe who never 
was in it, I ſhould work as great a Miracle as ever 
was wrought in the Church of Rome, — Whatever 
may be thought of the Vit and Humour of this Paſ- 

e, ſure I am, the Divinity of it is not good. The 
Words of St. Paul are no way pertinent to the pre- 
ſent Caſe. For by thoſe who are without, he does 
not mean Chriſtians, ſubject to other Juriſdictions, 
and not to his, (unleſs you can ſuppoſe there were 
Chriſtians at Corinth whom an Apoſtle had nothing 
ro do with) but thoſe who are without the Church, 

* 1 Cor. v. 12. 
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no Chriſtians at all, but mere Infidels and Uncon- 
verted, as the Oppoſition between them, and him, 
who, in the former Verſe, is ſaid tobe called a Brother, 
manifeſtly ſhews. Nor is he more happy in his 
Reaſoning, than in his Application of holy Scripture. 
For how, I pray, is it more ridiculous, in our Church, 
to excommunicate, and caſt out of it ſuch Perſons 
as do properly belong to it, and are de jure Members 
of it, tho? they will not, for the preſent, come to it, 
than it would be in the Government to-paſs a Sen- 
tence of Outlawry againſt any Perſon who has al- 
ready fled out of the Kingdom, and is ſettled elſe- 
where, with no more viſible or probable Intent to 
return to it, than this Gentleman, the Letter-writer, 
ſhews at preſent, to return into the Boſom of the 
Church, 

The next Point that Hall come before us (for I 
can't fay it comes in order, it being a little too 
much the manner of this Gentleman looſely to ſcat- 
ter, and ftrew up and down, what he would ſay up- 
on moſt Subjects) is that of ſitting or kneeling, at 
the Lord's Supper. And here, to do him right, he 
ſpeaks more like an Anſwerer, and comes nearer up 
to the Caſe in Hand, than he does any where beſides. 
He tells me, that my Account of them, that they im- 
pole ſitting, and that this is their regular and uni- 
verſal Practice, is abſolutely without Truth, and quite 
contrary to Fat}, and expects that an ingenuous Bluſh 


ſhould cover my Face for giving ſo falſe an Account 


of them. Could he have charged me with any Act of 
notorious Inſincerity, with aſſerting what I knew to 
be contrary to Fact; for Example, had I aſſured the 
Reader, that Chriſt and his Apoſtles b without all 


peradventure, ſat around the Table, when every 


body knows, who knows any thing at all, thar 
they uſed the recumbing Poſture , which is no 
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more Sitting than it is Kneeling, had I been guilty 
(I ſay) of any unfair and diſingenuous Dealing of this 
kind, he might juſtly have called for 2 Bluſh, and 
T ſhould certainly have anſwered to his Call. Bur, 
he might, and ſhould have remembred, that, in con- 
ſideration of their being ſo various, as well as fo 
fecret in all their Ways, © I had beſpoke (as I thought 
I had ſome Right to do) their Forgiveneſs, or a more 
gentle Correction, if I ſhould happen to miſtake any 
of them. I don't put him in mind of this, or claim 
the Benefit of it, becauſe I think myſelf here under 
any great difficulty. For I am in ſome Hopes, he 
will be found, in the main, to have miſcorrected me, 
and that he himſelf ſtands in need of a gentle Cor- 
rection, for his own Repreſentation of their Principle 
and Practice, touching this Matter. What he ſays 
upon it, is, partly, what he knows, partly, what he 
has been, by others, well informed of, and partly al- 
ſo, what he believes himſelf. What he ſays of his 
own Knowledge is only this, that in the Church to 
which he belongs, there is a Perſon, who for many 
Years has conſtantly received kneeling, without the 
leaſt Offence to the Congregation, or any Expoſtulation 
from the Miniſter on that Account. This he knows 
to be true; - ſo I ſhall ſay no more about it. But, 
as to his Information, that in ſome of their Churches, 
there are ſome who receive ſtanding, ſome kneeling, I 
may be allowed, I hope, to ſift and examine it a lit- 


tle. What meaneth then, I aſk this Informant. 


by ſome of their Churches which have admitted 
kneeling, and what by ſome in thoſe Churches who 
receive kneeling? In artleſs and ſimple Language, by 
ome of their Churches would be meant, if not quite 
half, yet ſuch a competent Number, as bear ſome 
kind of Proportion with the reſt ; and ſome who re- 
cerve kneeling, when put in oppoſition, as it is here, 
Letter II. p. 5. 
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to ſome bo receive fitting, would be underſtood in 
the ſame Manner. But if three or four only of their 


Churches, and only three or four Communicants, 
who receive kneeling in thoſe Churches, or any 


ſuch Number, be all that are meant by ſame, tho', 


perhaps, he might ſpeak, literally, Truth, yet 'tis 
evident, he ſpake as deceitfully, as I ſhould be 
thought to do, if, giving ſome Account of the Diſ- 
ſenting Churches here in England, I ſhould ſay; 
Some of them have a Bell to call the People together 
to divine Worſhip, and ſome have not, becauſe I know 
one which has, and have been informed there is, 
ſomewhere, one or two more which have the ſame. 
Which ſoever Senſe was meant, I am till ready to 
believe, that, in this latter Senſe, the Words come 
nearer to the Truth, or rather that they are true, in 
that Senſe only. If there were any conſiderable 
Number who received kneeling, I hardly think it 
could have been altogether a Secret to Conformiſts, 
and not have come out, till this Gentleman had been 
pleaſed to reveal it. For I don't believe there is 
one of us in a thouſand that know any more of its 
ever being received ſo, in their Churches, than I my 
ſelf did, when I called fitting their unvaried and uni- 
ver ſal Practice. Had he been ſpeaking of the Prac- 
tice of our Church, I don't ſuppoſe he would have 
thought he had any Reaſon to make the leaſt Difficul- 
ty of calling kneeling our unvaried and univerſal 
Practice. Yet, as he tells me, there is, in the Con- 
gregation to which he belongs, one wha always re- 
ceives kneeling, ſo I can tell him, there is one, in 
my Church, to whom, by Reaſon of ſome Inability 
ſhe is under of putting herſelf into a kneeling Poſture, 
I give it ſtanding, without the leaſt Fear of being 
cenſured for it, by my Superiors, or others. And, 
without all Queſtion, there are, in other Places, 
thoſe who receive ſtanding, upon the ſame Account. 

1 E However, 
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However, I hope, there is not more Untruth, or 
greater Impropriety, in my calling fitting their uni- 


ver ſal Practice, than there is in his ſaying (where he 


is ſpeaking of the Converts lately gained to Popery) 
2 that hey are gathered, all, from our Church; where- 
as, from among the Diſſenters, you hardly ever hear 
of one gained. 

What he believes, 1 is, that here is not among their 
Miniſtry one in frve Hundred, who would refuſe to 
give the Sacrament eitber ſtanding or kneeling to any 
one wwho thought either of theſe the filteſi Poſture of 
receiving. , That is, two or three perhaps, in all 
England. What all the reſt would do, as to giving 

it ſtanding, I will not fay : But, as to thoſe who 
would be tree to give it kneeling, I doubt he is miſ- 
taken, and that greatly too, in his Computation. 7 
do not doubt (and did expreſly ſay it, Letter II. p. 
65.) but there are jome few in a freer and juſter way 
of thinking concerning this Matter, and who would 
not ſcruple to give the Sacrament kneeling to one who 
ſhould earneſtly defire it; but am not yet ſatisfied, 
that the Bulk and Generality of them, and much leſs, 
All in a manner, would do.ſo, I have been informed 
of a Gentleman in Communion with their Churches 
once ſaying, that with great Satisfaction he had 
heard his own Miniſter declare, he would not ſcruple 
to give it kneeling to ſuch as ſhould deſire to re- 
ceive it ſo, But this being heard with ſome degree 
of Surprize, as well as Satisfaction, it plainly ſhews, 
not only, that, in the Church he belonged to, none 
had deſired or been uſed to receive it ſo, but alſo, 
that ſuch a way of thinking as he found in that Mi- 
niſter was not every where to be met with. 

That we may fee their Liberty, as to this Matter, 
he refers us to Mr. Baxter's reformed Liturgy, as he 
calls it, where it is expreſsly ſaid, And let none of the 
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People be forced to Sit, Stand, or Kneel, in the Act of 
receiving, whoſe Judgment is againſt it. But why 
did he not rather ſend us to the Directory, which, I 
A he will not deny to be much more their 
Rule, than that Liturgy ? No, no, That, he knew 
from me, tho? doubtleſs, he knew it otherwiſe too, 
confines them to Sitting. He might have ſent us as 
properly to that Liturgy to ſhew us their Liberty 
touching the reading of the three Creeds, the A- 
thanaſian as well as the other; for all three are 
there allowed to be ſometimes read in the public 
Worſhip of the Lord's Day. Nay, he might as 
well have referr'd us to it, to let us ſee what is their 
Liberty, or rather, what are their Principles, with 


reſpe& to Forms of Prayer, viz. that they prefer them 


to extemporary or free Prayer; for here we have a 
Form, which extemporary Prayer was to give way 


to, and make room for. Docs not he know, that 


Liturgy was compoſed, not for the uſe of Diſſent- 
ers, apart by themſelves, but with a view to a Coa- 
lition between the Church and Diſſenters, and that, 
therefore, a Liberty of Practice, in regard to ſome 
Points which had before divided them, was found 
neceſſary to be allowed, that fo, ſome Content might 
be given to each Party. But the Deſign miſcarry- 
ing, they, one and all, dropp'd the Liturgy they had 
framed, and would have had impoſed, and took as 
kindly as ever to free Prayer, and in other things, in- 
ſtead of advancing towards the Church, went off, and, 
to this day, keep off from it, in almoſt every reſpect, 
as far as they can well contrive to do. And if this 
Tumour continues, it will, in all Iikelthood, for ever 
prevent that Union which is ſo deſireable. Where- 
as, if they would join with us in Communion as far 
only as they can, or, if, continuing ſeparate and di- 
vided from us, they would fe frame the Worſhip, 
and ſettle the Order of their Churches, as to bring 

2 1 them 


= 
l 
an 
: 


e i eee ni. i, ia. 4 


— 


— 
—— 


0 — Py _ < = — _—_— — 2 
— -_ — —— 
my — jo 
ESR, ² ZE © EC EEE 
. * * 22 24 — 
—— - 


— 


— 
— — > - 


it 


1 
bf 
" 

7 ' 
M 

„ 
7 

9 

i 
h 

l \ 


26 A DEFENCE of the 


them to ſome tolerable Nearneſs to our Church, com- 
lying in ſuch things as they never once pretended to 
88 any Scruples about, and which their Conſciences 
would ſuffer them, without the leaſt fear of Sin, to 
comply with, I am well ſatisfied, ſuch Relaxations 
and Abatements, for the reſt would ſoon be made 
them, on the Part of the Church, as would give them 
entire Satisfaction. And who can deny but it is 
their Duty to go thus far? For if it would have been 
their Duty (which, I gueſs, moſt of them will ac- 
knowledge) to conform themſelves entirely to the 
Church, in Caſe they had xo Exceptions to any 
thing in it, ſurely it muſt be their Duty not to refuſe 
Contormity to any thing, but what they eſteem ta be 
really exceptionable. 3 
After this ſhort Digreſſion, I return to the Sub- 
ject I was upon, to wit, the Principles and Diſpo- 
fitions of their Miniſters, and the Practice of ſome 
of their Churches, in regard to Kneeling at the Sa. 
crament, which, however, I have now nothing 
more to ſay upon, than this, that, if they are really 
ſuch as my Anſwerer ſeems deſirous they ſhould be 
thought to be, I am heartily glad of it. It will be 
to me, I do aſſure him, a moſt ſincere Pleaſure to 
find I am miſtaken in theſe Matters, and that the 
pitiful Superſtition of their Forefathers, which made 
them dread to approach, by reaſon of Kneeling, our 
Altars, is now wearing off both among Miniſters and 
People. In due time, I hope, we ſhall fee a ſoften- 
ing in ſome other things. However I entreat him, 
for our greater Satisfaction, if he ſhall take in hand to 
write again, to make in the mean while, among the 
many Miniflers and Churches be is acquainted with, 


{ome more particular Enquiries whether theſe things 
really are fo, and to tell us plainly, whether we may 
be allowed to publiſh them, upon his Authority, 
among their own People, and may ground — 
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them in our future Controverſies, if indeed, after 
ſuch a Conceſſion, there can be any Controverſy at 
all upon this Point. For if their Miniſters are ſo 
univerſally free to give, and /o many of their Com- 
municants do already receive it Kneeling, in their 
own Churches, it may be reaſonably hoped, we ſhall 
hear no more of that | Oakes as a bar to Commu- 
nion with our Church. 

Thus much for the Point of Kneeling or Sitting 
at the Lord's Supper, and I now go on to another, 
I happened to ſay in my Firſt Letter p. 73. that the 
Catholic Church is 4 Society divinely inſtituted ; and 
this he is pleaſed to call an excellent Definition of. it. 
I am not of his Opinion; for as it was not meant for 
a Definition, ſo it will make but a lame and imperfect 
one. But I plainly perceive the Excellency of it 
lies only in this, that it furniſh'd him with a handle, 
ſuch an one as it is, for heaping together abundance 
of Miſrepreſentation, to ſay no worſe, of the Con- 
ſtitution of the Church of England. But as theſe 
Miſrepreſentations are ſo palpable that every judici- 
ous Reader will preſently perceive them to be ſuch, 
and as he has only laid hold of thoſe few Words of 
mine, to ſerve him (as I ſaid) for a Handle to intro- 
duce them, and I don't obſerve any one thing in the 
whole fifteen Pages which they take up (almoſt half 
his Pamphlet) wherein he pretends to refute or con- 
tradict any Poſition advanced in my Letters, I think 
I may fairly be excuſed from taking any Notice at all 
of them. Yet ] can't help pointing out to the Read- 
er one or two of theſe, One is, his Miſrepreſenta- 
tion of our Conſtitution, in regard to the Regal Su- 
premacy. The Conſtitution he has given us is much 
the ſame with that given us by the Author of he 
Rights, Ic. among the Freethinkers, and that by 
Ovadiah Walker among the Papiſts, in his Relation 
of the Engliſh Reformation. And the Anſwers to them 


will be, I think, more than ſufficient to ſerve Him. 
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The other is of the Proceedings of the Convocation 
againſt Mr. J/hifton, which whoever compares with 
real Facts, will have a fair Specimen of our Author's 
Talent at repreſenting, and be thoroughly convinced, 
that is a buſinefs which he is, by no means, to be 
truſted in. — As to the Contraſt, ſo pompouſly diſ- 
played in his Title Page, which he has been pleaſed 
to ſet the Church of England and the Church of 
Feſus Chriſt in, let him know, that, if I was minded, 
I could draw another between the Church of Chriſt 
and the Churches of Diſſenters, and that too, with- 
out takingduch Liberties of placing Things in un- 
fair and wrong Lights as he has been pleaſed to al- 
low himſelf in. : 
I am now come towards the Concluſion of his Pam 

hler, and have but one thing before me, whith I 
efteem my {elf any way concerned in, When he 
began to write, he had reſolved, it ſeems, as he 
tells us, p. 2. not to enter upon the Enquiry, among 
which, Churchmen or Diſſenters, the beſt Means for 
holy living are found. But ſuch was his Zeal for 
Artianiſm, that it would not let him keep to that Re- 
ſolution, ſo he ſingles out one of the Means and Ad- 
vantages towards holy Living, which I had obſerved 
to be peculiar, in a manner, to our Church, viz., 
the uſe of the three Creeds in the publick Worſhip, 
as one of the moſt effettual and powerful Means both 
for teaching and preſerving the Chriſtian Faith entire 
and uncorrupt, which they have not in their Church- 
es. But what End does he do it for? Not to ſhew, 
that the reading of them is of no uſe to any ſuch 
Purpoſes, to teach and ſecure the Faith ſet forth in 
them, or that, if it be, they read them in their pub- 
lick Worſhip as well as we, one of which, ſurely, 
ſhould have been, if it could have been, done by 
an Anſwerer. He does indeed ſay, the Creed called 


the Apoſtles we have in conffant uſe among us; which 
| | I take 
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I take to be another of his dreſſed- up Expreſſions. 
He does not, becauſe, I ſuppoſe, he could not, ſay, 
that they conſtantly uſe or rehearſe it in their ordina- 
ry Worſhip, which was the Uſe of it I ſpake of, (tho? 
any Reader, who did not know whether they do uſe 
it there or not, would take him to mean ſo) but only 
that it is in conſtant Uſe amongſt them; but in what 
Manner, and upon what Occaſions, it is uſed amongſt 
them, he think 

the other two, not only the Alhanaſian, which has 
the damnatory Sentences that fo offend him, but 
the Nicene alſo, which has none of thoſe Sentences, 
but 1s only more explicite than the Apoſtles Creed, 
in the Points of the true Divinity of the Son, and of 
the Holy Ghoſt z as to both theſe he 7s content (he 
ſays) we ſhould have the Honour of their being peculi- 
ar to ourſelves, But how are they, pray, peculiar 
to us ? They are fo, I confeſs, in the Uſe, but not 
in the Approbation of them, the Diſſenting Miniſ- 
ters ſolemnly approving and ſubſcribing them, as 
well as we. And what muſt we think of ſuch as 
do thus ſolemnly ſubſcribe them, while they hold 
them to be erroneous, and ſcruple not to tell us, they 
are content wwe ſhould have the Honour of their being 
peculiar to our ſelves. 

A Man of a plain and ſimple Underſtanding 
would certainly have thought, that, in this, I had 
them faſt ; but ſee what Ingenuity will do! 

Homini homo quid præſtat, ſtulto intelligens ! 
He has an eaſy way to bring them out of this En- 
tanglement. For, firſt he tells us from Dr. Calamy, 
that the Diſſenting Miniſters about the City, in a Body, 
gave in their Senſe of the Articles, when they ſubſcrib- 
ed them, and among the reſt, of this 8th Article, in 
the Gloſs upon which, the damnatory Clauſes of this 
Creed are expreſiy excluded the Subſcription. This 
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tion of it. Now, (ſays he) the Fathers aud Prede- 
ceſſors of the preſent Diſſenting Miniſters having 
made this public Proteſt and Declaration, at their 
Subſcription, and the Legiſlature having accepted, or, 
at leaſt, not rejected it, under the favour of this Pro- 
teſt, their Succeſſors may be ſuppoſed now to ſubſcribe 
with the ſame Diſapprobation of the damnatory Clau- 


ſes. As to their Fathers and Predeceſſors, they, I 


ſhould have thought, might have ſubſcribed theſe 
Clauſes, without any explanatory Declaration, as 
ſafely, as they could have ſubſcribed (which the 
greateſt Oppoſers of all Subſcription profeſs they 
are ready to do) the holy Scriptures, or, at leaſt, a 
thouſand Paſſages therein, and particularly this, — 
b He that believeth not ſballbe damned; or this — © He 
that believeth not the Son, ſhall not ſee Life, but the 
Wrath of God abideth on him ; or this again — * The 
Works of the Fleſh are manifest, which are (among 
others) theſe — Seditions, Herefies — of which I tell 
you '— that they which mo fuch Things ſhall not inherit 
the Kingdom of Heaven, Theſe Sentences of Scripture 
are to be reaſonably and modeſt iyexpounded, and plainly 


require the ſame kind of ſoftening and qualifying 


Conſtruction which thoſe Sentences in the Creed do; 
and as they would not have ſcrupled, I ſuppoſe, to 
have ſubſcribed theſe, without any Proteſt or Decla- 
ration, or any Human Explanation of them, ſo, in my 
Opinion, they need not have ſcrupled to have ſub- 
ſcribed the other, after the ſame Manner, the Na- 
ture of all ſuch Propoſitions neceſſarily requiring 
ſuch Conſtruction, and the Governors of the Church, 
who exact theſe Subſcriptions, having, all along, and 
upon all Occaſions, openly declared, not only that 
they admit, but that they alſo expect it, and, indeed, 
that they expect no other. Neither, can I perceive 
how their ſubſcribing after this Manner clears up 


» Mark xvi. 16, <©Fohn iii. 36. 4 Gal. v. 19, 20,21. 
their 
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their Sincerity to the World. For where is the Sincerity 
of a Proteſtatio contra faftum ? of ſubſcribing Aſſent 
to the Truth of certain Propoſitions, with a vie w to 
ſatisfy the Law, and to qualify themſelves for ſome 
Employment, or other Benefit they are ſceking to 
obtain, and, at the ſame time, declaring they donot, 
in their Judgments, aſſent to it? For, put the Sub- 
ſcription add Proteſtation together, and they will be 
found to amount to this, “ I firmly believe this 
Creed, and every Part thereof, to be true, and 
ic take Notice, all you that are preſent, that I here 
« ſubſcribe it; as ſuch : But you may, if you pleaſe, 
« take Notice too, that I believe ſome Parts of it 
C to be falſe, and would not be underſtood to in- 
e clude the whole in this my Subſcription.”* 1 don't 
deny, but this way of ſubſcribing againſt ones Judg- 
ment is rather more honeſt and ſincere than ſub- 
ſcribing againſt it, without giving any Notice there- 
of; but I think nevertheleſs, * with Mr. Vpiſton, 
that it can't be done with perfect Sincerity and Truth, 
And it the proteſting for themſelves did not make 
their Subſcriptions juſtifiable, how much leſs juſti- 
fiable are the Subſcriptions of the preſent Miniſters, 
upon the Proteſtations of their Predeceſſors, made 
perhaps, many Years before they were born? What 
ſuch Connexion can there poſſibly be between their 
Predeceſſors and them, that the Acts of the former 
ſhall be imputable to the latter? What greater Con- 
nexion between the Forefathers and their Succeſſors 


A 


Mr. Whi/on tells us he did what he could to Cliſſuade the late 
Dr. Clark from taking his Doctor's Degree, becauſe he knew he 
could not, with perfect Truth and Sincerity, ſubſcribe the 4thana- 
ian Parts of the XXXIX Articles; and when he could not pre- 
vail on that Head, he preſs'd him, at leaſt, to declare on enly, and. 
if it might be, in Writing alſo, in auh Senſe he ſubſcribed the ſuſ- 
pected Articles, that ſo he might preſerve at leaft ſome degree of 
Sincerity and a good Conſcience. Memoirs of the Life of Dr. 
Samuell Cark, P. 12, 
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in the Miniſtry, than there is between the Forefa- 
thers according to the Fleſh, and their Pofterity and 
Deſcendants ? And why muſt the preſent Set of Mi- 
nifters be ſuppoſed to ſubſcribe with a Diſapprobati- 
on of the damnatory Clauſes, under the favour of 
the Proteſt of thoſe who miniſtred before them in 
their ſeveral Churches, than they can be ſuppoſed 
to do it, under the Favour of the Proteſts of their 
Grand-Fathers or Great-Grand-Fathers ? Or, if the 
Benefit of their Predeceſſors Proteſts and Declarati- 
ons may be, in Reaſon and common Senſe, com- 
municated te ſuch as come after them, tell me, I 
pray, how far and wide they are communicable ? 
Are they communicable only to thoſe who ſucceed 
them in the ſame Churches, or to thoſe alſo who 
come after them, in other Churches? What the 
Diſſenting Miniſters about the City then did in a 
Body, is it to be imputed only to the Body of the 
refent Diſſenting Miniſters about the City, or to 
the Diſſenting Miniſters in the Country too? Or, 
does it extend only to their next and immediate 
Succeſſors, whether in City or Country, or to how 
many Succeſſions? Or, will it deſcend to the End 
of Time, in Caſe the Diſſention ſhould ſo long con- 
tinue? Or, if their Forefathers Declarations and 
Proteſts are to be taken for their Proteſts and De- 
clarations, why ſhould not too, their Forefathers 
Subſcriptions be allo taken for their Subſcriptions ? 
So that, in this way, all the Diſſenting Miniſters 
in England may be eſteemed to have ſubſcribed the 
Articles, to have proteſted againſt ſome of them, 
and explained their Seaſe of others, merely by 
Imputation, without having done any thing at 
all, in either of thoſe kinds, in their own proper 
Perſons, This, I think, diſcovers, in a ridiculous, 
indeed, but, nevertheleſs, in a true Light, the 
Vanity and Abſurdity of this Gentleman's Notes 
of 


Turret LETTERS, Cc. 43 


of proteſting without proteſting, upon which he 
grounds the Uprightneſs and Sincerity of their 
preſent Miniſters Subſcriptions. And if they do 
really ſubſcribe, as he hopes they do, upon this 
Principle, I will ſay this for them in ſpite of all 
Men, that how hard ſoever they are to be ſatis, 
fied in ſome Things, they are as eaſily ſatisfied as 
any Men I know, in other Things. 

As I intend to preſerve the Privilege I have 
claimed, and am undoubtedly entitled to, of anſwer- 
ing or not, as I ſhall ſee Cauſe, to ſuch Points as 
I have no manner of Concern in, fo I ſhall. paſs by 
what he ſays of the growth of Deiſm, as like to be 
promoted [not by the Arian Subſcription of Miniſ- 
ters, but, it ſeems] by our Forms and Doctrines con- 
cerning the Trinity, and alſo his Suggeſtion (which 
I forgive) of my being amongſt the weak and uncha+ 
ritable Minds, who damn to the Pit of Hell all who 
cannot receive all the dark and myſterious Points ſet 

= forth in the Athanaſian Creed, and the whole Greek 
= Church for rejecting the Article of the Filioque, which 
I did not give him, in any thing I have faid, the 
leaſt Occalion or Handle for, Nor ſhall I concern 
myſelf with the Learning and Virtue (ſo much cele- 
brated) of thoſe bright Ornaments of our own Church, 
his Arian Worthies, further than to obſerve, that he 
does not think, I hope, their Subſcription any Proof 
or Inſtance of their Virtue, and of the moral Inte- 
grity of their Characters, and that one of them (if 
Mr. Mhiſton knew him, and he pretends to have 
known him, better than any body elſe) was a much 
better and more ſerious Chriſtian © in the Days of St, 
Hermas, (as he expreſſes it) the Days of his Youth 
and Orthodoxy, than in his latter Days, after he had 
fallen into the new Opinions which this Gentleman 


Memoirs of the Life of Dr. C/arh, p. l l. 
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is ſo fond of. And whether that Change for the 
worſe was not owing to his inſincere and fratidulent 
Subſcriptions, and the conſtant uſe of Forms which 
he did not approve of, whereby his Conſenee was 
deliled, I leave others to conſider. - | 

have now finiſhed my Reply to ſuch Parts. of 
this Letter as ſeemed to concern me ; and indeed ta 
ſomething more; and, upon the whole, flatter my+ 
ſelf, that every unptejudiced and judicious Perſon 
will be of Opinion, that I muſt have another kind 
of Auſtwer before my poor Letters will be confuted. 
I think, by a juſt and fair Calculation, he has not, in 
this Performance, pretended to anſwer ſo much as a 
*.;tweriticth Part of thoſe Letters; and has, therefore, ſo 


much Work yet before him, as will tave him no 


om, I ſhould think, for diverting hintfelf with other 
Matters. But if, contrary. to my ſo juſt and rea. 
Expectation, he ſhall think fit, neglecting his 


own proper Buſineſs, to be perpetually roaming in- 


to Foreign Topicks, he ſhall have his Way, and 
roam as he pleaſes; but he ſhall roam by W 
at leaſt, not have me for his Companion, | | 
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